NATURE OF CHRIST S SOCIETY.               9i

expect to gain some insight into Christ's method of curing
human nature by comparing it with that of die philo-
sophers.

At the first glance the two methods may seem to bear
a strong resemblance, and we may suspect that the differ-
ence between them is superficial, and not more than is
readily accounted for by the difference between manners
and modes of thought in Greece and Palestine. It may
seem to us that Socrates and Christ were in fuet omipied
in the same way; certainly both lived in the midst of
admiring disciples, whoso minds and characters were
formed by their words ; both discussed moral questions,
the one with methodical reasoning as a Greek addressing
Greeks, the other with the authoritative tone and earnest-
ness of a Jew. There may seem here at first sight a sub-
stantial resemblance and a superficial difference. 13ut if
we make a more careful comparison, we shall find that
precisely the contrary is true, and that the difference is
really radical, while the resemblance is accidental. It is
true that Socrates, like Christ, formed a wort of society,
and that the successors of Socrates formed societies, which
lasted several centuries, the Academy, the Torch, the
Garden. But these philosophical societies merely existed
for convenience. No necessary tie botmd the members
of them'together. As the teacher had but one tongue
and but one lifetime, it was obviously better that he
should take his pupils in large numbers, or, as it were, in
classes, rather than teach every individual separately, and
therefore before the invention of the printing-press a phi-
losopher usually gathered a society round him. Doubt-
less, when this hud been doue, a certain esprit de corps*
sprang up among such societies, and they did, in special